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Last March this wriler was drivmg around’ m
mqm Just south o[ the campﬂnﬂ;s “I's “an
older parl of the reSIdcnual dlstnct, with many.
rooming houses and such. I noticed quite a few
windows held a placard _Scheer for Congress This
was in {he arca where many of the ﬁermey rebels

ki,

" Jive, and indicated their backing of Scheer. Previous- -

ly I had read Scheer's report, “How the United
States Got Tnvolved in Viet Nam. " which was pub-

. lished by the Center for Democratic Instilutions at
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- Santa Barbara, with its usual disclaimer of responsi-

bitity for facls and opinions-expressed. Schcer was

.\ a severe crilic of the role the U.S. assumed in Viet

Nam. Later this malerial was used in an article in

.‘.Bamnarl.b. Miagazine, a journal of dissent of which
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- tion because of ils referenc \g Mi
t. Universily's connection, withg CI

. cumbent, Rep Joe Cohe)an
" as_Scheer said:
happened in the last five mon@h_s
; 45 pér cent of the vole agamsl an _mcumbent ‘who.
was consndered safe “The SF Chronicle, in report-l ‘
ing this, ‘sald that afler his press conference Scheer

Scheer is an editor. This attracted nalional atten-
chigan State

iet Nam.

How did the primary elecuon come et he ine

.

“and some followers set out to picket the Oakland
. Board of Educatlon ( because. he" said,'it needs
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was renominaled but, ¥
“The. moét “neredible” thing that :
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His picture shows him heav-. .

Scheer
campaigned of cours&'in strong”
, opposition to Johnson's pohcy
in Viet Nam,

What an
- particularly the Bay area, and
Southern California, extremes
_of Left and Right..in the for- -
mer the Berekeley rebels with -
enough votes nearly to upset a

" prominent political liberal, an-
* economist who had been an of-:-

ficial in the milk drivers’
union, a former member of the '

. Berkeley Welfare Commission’
-.and of the city council: in the *
" latter, in Orange County par--~
‘ticularly and San Diego, cells

of the John Birch Society, the
".stronghold of the ultra right
which finances anti-communist
crusades. It represents in part
" the cleavage between the intel- °

“Jectuals and pseudo-intellect-. .

"ualg and those 'who “have it:.

“made” and live in retirement -

‘in comfort and‘;n fear,i -~

tisement in the New York

‘Committee for the Statement ~
on Viet Nam, and Commiitee !

" of the Professions. The signers -

“called on the government to -

. stop all bombing in Viet Nam, -
c.negotiate ‘with the National

" Liberation Front, encourage
. and not interfere wnlh exercise -

“of popular sovereignty in Viet
" Nam and “‘to evaluate serious- -

ly whether seli-determination

" our own national interests :

mus have run to over 4,000..
* Oné’ cannot say that. this -

stat&ment was unpatriotic or
i'radical in its demand for dis-
engagement. The prime fault
15 that it seems Unrealnstlc

‘hu—-‘-—.- o msanstlah, s it L b ...

gl

i fdeological guf(
separates Northern California, » district affect Internal pohucsl

' for the Vietnamese as well as

- would not be best served by-
termination’ of our military v
' presence in Viet Nam.” Names -
of signers,vset in agate type

e e ameloa e 820 e’k

T Declassified and Approved For Release @ 50-Yr 2014/03/20 : CIA- RDP73 -00475R00010

s Mraas s

e :
Declassified and Approved For Release @ 50- Yr 2/(&1;1/?(/)3/20 CIA- RDR73 00475R000100080002 7 —‘/

-4
g
GALEM, OREGON l
N OREGON STATESHAN ; e -0l @MW
~ 4. 28,203 (9)2/
S,
29, 26‘7) \%5 7

JUN

P,
7y Ww@w

& [/ MWM

""short of evacuation of Viet’

Alybearded, be-spectacled,,+ Nam, which would in no way :

’,“‘“lc Ti - the mode ofthes fnoure the free exercise of |
N countly S\,‘NBW Left.

* popular sovereignty there, or.
seil - determination for lhe,
;, South Vietnamese.

This" adverlisement and the |
Scheer vole in the Berkeley ;

«‘more than external policy.’)
' They disclose again the dnsaf-]
fection of the New Left and |
‘many_of the Intelligentsia m;
“universitles and the professions |

.+ with the Johnson administras/
tion. As for the latler group}

" much of this is distaste for
"Johnson's “'style,” which con-:

‘trasts so sharply with the}
grace and urbanity and polse )
of Jobn F. Kennedy. How]
much this wiil affect the elec-
~tion this year is a question
-which puzzles political man-}-
" agers. It Is conceded there will
be Republican gains In the}
congressional elections. ThaU
would be expected lollowmg,
the GOP disaster in 1964. Since} ;
“Republicans in Congress have

“4been more hawks: than doven‘
- .. (more doves among the Demo-“
- The attltude of many of 'tho"j_
. Intelligentsia toward the ad«:"’
ministration war policy was re-
vealed in a three-page adver-: -
't "congressional pollcy on the
[ Times - for. June 5th. Two"*
.groups 'sponsored the adver- . °

tisement: Ad Hoc Universitles ...y ooy doun of lhe consensus on!

'crnts), the vote for Republis’
cans would reflect dlssatufac-’
“tlon with Johnson but give no’
assurance of any change of]

Vlet Nam war. .
What we have now is a{

, which President Johnson sels’
*80 much store, The President.
doesn't have the support he;
' needs, especially in the Senate,’}
. what with the defection of Sen. @
- Fulbright, chairman of the}
.Foreign Affairs Committee,;
“and the tirades of Sen. Morse.
."In opposition, As for the Amer-:
Ican people they get impatient;
for victory, especially whcnf
“now we are fighting against’
" what rales as a very feeble!
foe. Results in the NovemberI
election will reflect the popular!
mood in October, and that will:
.be affected by what develops
" or fails to develop In the inter-
> vening months, In a way the
. 1966 congressional’ campaign
will be fought by soldiers i
"Viet Nam rather than by ca

" didates In the U S.A.
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